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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Nature Of The Case 
 Stephen D. L’Abbe appeals, pro se, from the district court’s intermediate 
appellate decision that affirmed the magistrate’s judgment finding L’Abbe guilty 
of a seatbelt violation.  
 
Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings 
 
 On November 5, 2014, L’Abbe received a citation for failing to wear a 
seatbelt in violation of I.C. § 49-673.1  (R., p.4.)  Following a court trial, a 
magistrate found L’Abbe guilty.  (R., p.78.)  L’Abbe appealed to the district court. 
(R., pp.80-86.)  The district court interpreted L’Abbe’s 35-page appellate brief as 
challenging the state’s and court’s jurisdiction.  (R., p.92.)  The district court 
rejected L’Abbe’s jurisdictional claim and affirmed.  (R. pp.91-94.)  L’Abbe filed a 
timely notice of appeal to this Court.  (R., pp.96-100.)   
                                            
1 L’Abbe also received a citation for a seatbelt violation on December 4, 2014.  
(See R., p.91.)  Both of the citations were adjudicated together, including the 
district court appeals in both cases.  (See id.)  Consequently, contemporaneous 
with this brief, the state filed a motion to consolidate the appeals (Docket Nos. 
43903 and 43904).  
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ISSUE 
 
 L’Abbe has failed in his Appellant’s brief to set forth a concise statement 
of the issues presented on appeal as required by I.A.R. 35(a)(4), but his brief 
does include a heading that reads:  “ISSUE is JURISDICTION.”  (Appellant’s 
Brief, p.23 (emphasis original).)   
 
 The state phrases the issue on appeal as: 
 
Has L’Abbe failed to establish that the district court erred in rejecting 
L’Abbe’s jurisdictional claim and affirming the magistrate’s judgment finding 
L’Abbe guilty of a seatbelt violation? 
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ARGUMENT 
 
L’Abbe Has Failed To Establish That The District Court Erred 
In Affirming The Judgment  
 
A. Introduction 
 
 The district court affirmed the magistrate’s judgment finding L’Abbe guilty 
of a seatbelt violation.  (R., pp.91-94.)  On appeal, L’Abbe appears to contend, 
as he did in his intermediate appeal, that the court lacked jurisdiction.  (See 
Appellant’s Brief, p.23.)  The district court correctly rejected L’Abbe’s 
jurisdictional argument.  L’Abbe has failed to show otherwise. 
 
B. Standard Of Review 
 
On review of a decision rendered by a district court in its intermediate 
appellate capacity, the reviewing court “directly review[s] the district court’s 
decision.”  State v. DeWitt, 145 Idaho 709, 711, 184 P.3d 215, 217 (Ct. App. 
2008) (citing Losser v. Bradstreet, 145 Idaho 670, 183 P.3d 758 (2008)).  The 
appellate court reviews the magistrate record “to determine whether there is 
substantial and competent evidence to support the magistrate’s findings of fact 
and whether the magistrate’s conclusions of law follow from those findings.”  Id.  
“If those findings are so supported and the conclusions follow therefrom and if 
the district court affirmed the magistrate’s decision, [the appellate court] affirm[s] 
the district court’s decision as a matter of procedure.”  Id. (citing Losser, 145 
Idaho at 670, 183 P.3d at 758; Nicholls v. Blaser, 102 Idaho 559, 633 P.2d 1137 
(1981)). 
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Whether a court has jurisdiction is a question of law, given free review.  
State v. Kavajecz, 139 Idaho 482, 483, 80 P.3d 1083, 1084 (2003). 
 
C. The District Court Correctly Determined That L’Abbe’s Jurisdictional 
Arguments Were Without Merit 
 
 L’Abbe has previously challenged the state courts’ jurisdiction over him.  
State v. L’Abbe, 156 Idaho 317, 324 P.3d 1016 (Ct. App. 2014).  In L’Abbe, the 
Court of Appeals outlined  L’Abbe’s jurisdictional complaints as “centered on the 
legality of the judiciary, as well as the State’s other government departments, 
enforcing the State’s laws over L’Abbe and other Idaho citizens.  L’Abbe believes 
the State of Idaho is only a corporate body, which should only have authority to 
enforce laws over individuals who contracted with it.”  Id. at 318-319, 324 P.3d at 
1017-1018.  This appears to be the same essential complaint L’Abbe raises in 
this appeal.  (See generally Appellant’s Brief.)  The Court of Appeals, however, 
has explained in detail why the complaint lacks merit.  L’Abbe, 158 Idaho at 319-
322, 324 P.3d at 1018-1021.   
The district court, relying on L’Abbe, rejected L’Abbe’s jurisdictional 
argument in this case. (R., pp.93-94.)  L’Abbe has failed to show the district court 
erred in doing so.  Indeed, L’Abbe does not appear to even acknowledge the 
Court of Appeals’ prior resolution of his jurisdictional claim, much less explain 
why that decision was wrong.  Idaho jurisprudence requires respect for its own 
precedent.  The rule of stare decisis dictates that controlling precedent be 
followed “unless it is manifestly wrong, unless it has proven over time to be 
unjust or unwise, or unless overruling it is necessary to vindicate plain, obvious 
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principles of law and remedy continued injustice.”  State v. Dana, 137 Idaho 6, 9, 
43 P.3d 765, 768 (2002); see also State v. Guzman, 122 Idaho 981, 1001, 842 
P.2d 660, 680 (1992) (“[P]rior decisions of this Court should govern unless they 
are manifestly wrong or have proven over time to be unjust or unwise.”); State v. 
Odiaga, 125 Idaho 384, 388, 871 P.2d 801, 805 (1994) (“Having previously 
decided this question, and being presented with no new basis upon which to 
consider the issue, [the Court is] guided by the principle of stare decisis to 
adhere to the law as expressed in [its] earlier opinions.”).   
L’Abbe has failed to show any error in the district court’s decision.    
 
CONCLUSION 
 
 The state respectfully requests this Court to affirm the district court’s 
appellate decision affirming the magistrate’s judgment finding L’Abbe guilty of a 
seatbelt violation.  
 DATED this 22nd day of July, 2016. 
 
       
 /s/ Jessica M. Lorello_______________ 
 JESSICA M. LORELLO 
 Deputy Attorney General 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
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 STEPHEN D. L’ABBE 
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